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Box No. 1 Basis of the opinion 



1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international anm™*™ ■„ 
the language m which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this Sm '"»mational application in 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

4. Additional comments: 
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tEhJSStomJSSSS. ^ men * U !I der ? Ute Wis-nm with regard to novel 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



novelty, inventive step or 



1. Statement 
Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 

Industrial applicability (IA) 



Yes: Claims 
No: Claims 



Yes: Claims 
No: Claims 



Yes: Claims 
No: Claims 



1-44 
1-44 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability 
citahons and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Clarity of the claims 

Although claims 1 , 2, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41 , 43 and 44 have been drafted as separate 
independent claims in the same category, they appear to relate effectively to the 
same subject matter and to differ from each other only with regard to the definition of 
the subject matter for which protection is sought and/or in respect of the terminology 
used for the features of that subject matter. 

The aforementioned claims therefore lack conciseness. Moreover, lack of clarity of 
the claims as a whole arises, since the plurality of independent claims makes it 
difficult, rf not impossible, to determine the matter for which protection is sought and 
places an undue burden on others seeking to establish the extent of the protection. 

Hence, claims 1 , 2, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41 , 43 and 44 do not meet the requirements as 
laid down in Article 6 PCT and Rule 6 PCT. 

2. State of the art 

Reference may be made to the following documents: 

D1 : US 2002/037763 A1 (JDAKA MITSUHIRA) 28 March 2002 (2002-03-28) 
D2: EP-A-1 1 99 690 fWMS GAMING INC) 24 April 2002 (2002-04-24) 

3. Inventive step - Articles 33(1) and 33(3) PCT 

3.1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because the 
subject matter of claims 1 - 44 does not involve an inventive step in the sense of 
Article 33(3) PCT. 

3.2 Document D1 discloses (please cf. paragraph 2) that gaming machines are employed 
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which artificially reproduce a gambling game, such as roulette, by executing a 
suitable computer program. Furthermore, document D1 discloses a certain 
configuration (please cf. figure 2 and paragraphs 59 and 60) comprising a central 
monitor, a plurality of gaming stations having a touch screen and a token insertion 
slot. 



Furthermore, document D2 discloses (please cf. paragraphs 2 and 3) a remote 
gaming player accessing the home gaming establishment by use of the Internet. 

The examiner considers that the features which distinguish the subject matter of the 
independent claims from the disclosure of document D1 are not such as to give rise 
to technical considerations or to provide any technical effect on which an inventive 
step in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT can be based. On this point reference is made 
to the Board of Appeal decision T641/00 - 3.5.1 , in particular Reasons 13-15, which 
exclude features related to non-inventions within the meaning of Rule 39.1 (iii) PCT 
appearing in the claim to be a basis for an inventive step. 

Therefore, the subject matter of the independent claims 1 , 2, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41 , 43 
and 44 do not comply with the requirements as set forth in Article 33(1) and" 33(3) 



J.4 The dependent claims do not contain any features which, in combination with the 
features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in 
respect of inventive step, because there definition comes within the scope of the 
customary practice followed by the persons skilled in the art, especially as the 
advantages thus achieved can readily be foreseen. They present no surprising or 
unexpected effect to the person skilled in the art, since the known devices are being 
employed in a conventional manner. Consequently, the subject matter of these 
dependent claims also lack an inventive step. 

Therefore, the subject matter of the dependent claims in not inventive as is required 
by the Article 33(1 ) and 33(3) PCT. 
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